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Mr.  President  :  It  has  been  truly  remarked 
that  the  question  before  the  Senate  is  one  of 
very  great  importance,  and  I  can  assure  you, 
sir,  that  it  is  with  great  diffidence,  and  I  may 
say  reluctance,  that  I  arise  for  the  purpose  of 
participating  in  the  discussion. 

I  know  how  difficult  it  ia  to  discuss  a  ques- 
tion of  this  kind,  where  so  many  individuals 
are,  more  or  less,  implicated  in  alleged  frauds, 
without  being  considered  too  harsh  and  per- 
sonal. Several  of  tee  gentlemen  interested 
have  been  for  many  years  my  personal,  as  well 
as  political  friends;  but  were  my  own  brother 
concerned,  it  should  make  no  difference  with  my 
action  as  a  member  of  this  Senate.  I  shall  en- 
deavor to  do  my  duty,  regardless  of  personal 
considerations,  and  shall  express  my  views 
plaiuly  and  fearlessly. 

To  my  mind,  the  question  resolves  itself  into 
this:  has  this  General  Assembly,  composed  of 
the  Repiesentatives  of  the  people,  ani  in  which 
is  vested  the  Supreme  power  of  the  State,  the 
power  to  protect  the  State  against  the  illegal 
and  fraudulent  contracts  of  her  agents;  or,  is  it 
in  that  respect,  a  mere  machine,  bound  to  ap- 
propriate money  to  carry  out  such  contracts, 
however  illegal,  or  fraudulent?  I  say,  sir,  that 
we  have  not  only  the  power  to  inquire  and  as- 
certain whether  such  contracts  were  made  ac- 
cording to  law,  aud  whether  they  were  hoi.est- 
ly  or  fraudulently  made,  but  that  it  is  our  duty 
to  do  so,  before  we  appropriate  one  dollar  to 
carry  them  out;  and  if,  from  the  best  sources  of 
information  at  our  command,  we  are  satisfied 
that  they  were  fraudulently  obtained,  or  not 
made  in  accordance  with  law,  we  are  in  duty 
bound  to  withhold  appropriations,  and  to  de- 
clare the  contracts  null  and  void. 

The  proceedings  of  the  Board  of  Public  Works 
as  reported  by  the  Board,  and  the   testimony 


taken  by  the  examining  committee,  satisfy  me, 
these  contracts  were  let  in  palpable  violation  of 
the  Statute,  and  were  obtained  by  a  fraudulent 
combination  among  the  contractors  themselves, 
at  which,  some  of  the  agents  of  the  State  con- 
nived. Therefore,  I  contend  that  they  never 
were  binding  on  the  State,  but  utterly  void  from 
the  beginning. 

It  has  been  charged  that  the  committees  of 
Investigation  were  go*,  up  by  the  Republicans, 
for  mere  party  purposes,  and  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  arriving  at  the  truth.  How  is  it? 
When  the  committees  were  raised  last  winter, 
one  Democrat  was  appointed  on  each  commit- 
tee; but,  by  general  consultation  among  the 
Democratic  members,  none  were  permitted  to 
serve.  The  reason  is  now  beginning  to  make 
itself  manifest.  It  was  determined,  by  the  Dem- 
ocrats, to  give  the  investigation  a  party  cast, 
and  to  interpose  every  possible  obstacle  in  the 
way  of  exposing  these  frauds  to  the  people. 
But  the  Senator  from  Auglaize,  the  other  day, 
in  giving  the  reason  why  the  Democratic  mem- 
bers of  the  Legislature  refused  to  allow  any 
Democrat  to  serve  on  the  committees,  to  see 
that  everything  was  fairly  done,  as  they  were 
urged  to  do  by  the  Republicans,  said  he  wa3 
opposed  to  all  such  investigations,  because  he 
never  knew  any  good  to  come  from  them.  The 
Senator  might  have  added  another  reason, 
more  potent  with  some  gentlemen  than  the  one 
given  ;  that  is,  because  such  investigations  al- 
ways expose  the  frauds  and  corruptions  of  a 
crtaiu  class  of  office-holders  and  politicians, 
who  call  themselves  Democrats,  and  who  lose 
no  opportunity  of  proclaiming  their  love  for  the 
people.  The  votes  of  the  people  are  necessary 
lor  tlem  to  carry  out  their  schemes. 
*  In  1839,  an  examination  was  made,  by  order 
of  Congress,  into  the  defaulcations  of  Democratic 
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officeholders  under  the  General  Government, 
which  disclosed  more  corruption,  more  stealiDg 
from  the  public  treasury,  and  more  defaulters, 
in  number,  than  was  ever  before  discovered,  in 
the  same  length  of  time,  in  any  Government  in 
the  known  world.  It  was  shown  conclusively,  by 
correspondence  on  file  in  the  Treasury  depart- 
ment, that  men  were  kept  in  office,  month  after 
month,  and  year  after  year,  after  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  knew  they  were  defaulters.  I 
will  refer  to  one  instance,  which  will  serve 
to  give  a  pretty  clear  idea  of  the  deprav- 
ity which  pervaded  the  administration  of  the 
General  Government,  at  that  time.  A  promin- 
ent Democrat,  by  the  name  of  Garche,  was  sent 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to  examine 
into  the  official  accounts  of  one  Gordon  G.  Boyd, 
a  Land  Receiver  in  the  State  of  Mississippi.  He 
finds  Mr.  Boyd  a  defaulter,  in  the  sum  ot  $55,- 
965.54.  His  predecessor  was  also  a  defaulter. 
I  will  read  the  advice,  which  this  Democrat 
gave  to  the  Secretary  ol  the  Treasury,  in  regard 
to  Mr.  Boyd : 

"I  am  inclined  to  think,  in  common  with  his 
friend.-,  that  he  is  honest,  and  has  been  led  away 
from  his  duty  by  the  example  of  his  predeces- 
sor, and  a  certain  looseness  in  the  code  of  mor- 
ality, which  here  does  not  move  in  so  limited  a 
circle  as  it  does  with  us  at  home.  Another  Re- 
ceiver would,  probably,  follow  in  the  footsteps 
of  the  two.  You  will  not,  therefore,  be  sur- 
prised if  I  recommend  his  being  retained,  in 
preference  to  another  appointment;  for  he  has 
his  hands  full  now,  and  will  not  be  deposed  to 
speculate  any  more!"  This  advice  seems  to 
have  been  followed  for  a  time,  for  Mr.  Boyd  was 
not  removed  until  several  months  afterwards. 
Another  Democrat  was  finally  appointed  in  bis 
place,  and,  as  Mr.  Garche  predicted,  followed. 
in  the  footsteps  of  Mr.  Boyd,  and  his  predeces- 
sor. He  had  been  in  office  but  a  short  time,  be- 
fore he,  too,  was  found  to  be  using  the  public 
money  for  his  private  purposes;  and  be  went 
out  of  office  a  defaulter  to  a  large  amount. — 
There  were,  undoubtedly,  honesi  Democrats  in 
the  State  of  Mississippi,  but  the  Administration 
did  not  seem  to  be  able  to  find  one  of  that  sort. 
This  state  of  things  was  not  confined  to  Missis- 
sippi. There  was  scarcely  a  Land  Receiver,  or 
Collector  of  Customs,  in  the  whole  Uuion,  that 
was  not  a  defaulter.  Some  good  certainly  came 
of  that  exposure,  for  at  the  Presidential  elec- 
tion, which  took  place  soon  after,  the  people 
sent  the  whole  thieving  crew  "a  kiting." 

In  1845,  a  committee  was  appointed  to  examine 
into  the  affairs  of  the  Board  of  Public  Works. 
Alfred  Kelley  and  Micajah  T.  Williams  were 
the  two  first  Canal  Commissioners.  They  being 
Whigs,  a  Democratic  Legislature  had  belore 
that  time  instituted  an  investigation  of  their 
doings,  and  used  great  exertions  to  find  some- 
thing wrong  in  them,  but  failed.  Their  ac- 
counts proved  to  be  all  right,  and  no  act  of 
theirs  could  be  impeached.  After  Kelley  and 
Williams,  and  up  to  1845,  the  Public  Works 
had  been  under  the  charge  of  two  Whigs,  and 
five  Democrats.  On  examination,  it  was  found 
that  the  State  owed  one  of  the  Whigs,  Samuel 


Forrer,  $40  92,  and  the  other,  Wm.  H.  Price 
$35.46;  and  that  every  one  of  the  five  Demo- 
cratic members  of  the  Board,  who  lost  no  op- 
portunity of  making  loud  professions  of  love 
lor  the  people,  were  in  default.  The  lowest 
amount  was  $2,269  43.  and  the  highest  $18,353,- 
07;  and  in  all  $38;207.69.  But  this  is  not  all. 
The  testimony  taken  by  this  committee,  prove 
that  these  iVmo  ratic  members  of  the  Board  of 
Public  Works  were  guilty  of  the  grossest  favor- 
itism in  the  letting  of  contiacts,  and  in  tbe  ap- 
pointment of  superintend  nts  and  engineers. 
They  not  only  appointed  men  known  to  be  dis- 
honest and  unfit,  but  retained  them  in  office 
alter  it  was  known  to  the  Board  that  they  were 
constantly  defrauding  the  State.  Mr.  Spencer, 
a  Democratic  member  of  the  Board,  in  1842, 
appointed  one  John  Yontz.  engineer  on  the  Ma- 
tional  road.  This  appointment  was  not  made 
according  to  law,  being  made  by  Spencer  alone, 
and  never  passed  upon  by  the  Board.  The 
frauds  of  this  Yontz  were  so  gross  and  palpa- 
ble, that  they  became  notorious  along  tbe  whole 
line  of  the  road  under  his  charge.  Mr.  R.  Pat- 
terson says  he  informed  members  of  the  Board 
ot  these  frauds,  in  the  winter  of  1843-4,  but 
the  Board  treated  the  matter  with  silent  indif- 
ference. In  the  winter  1 1844-45,  a  committee 
of  the  Senate  investigated  the  matter,  and  in- 
formed the  Board  ot  the  frauds  they  had  dis- 
covered. Still  the  Board  refused  to'turn  out 
Yontz,  but  retained  him  until  they  were  them- 
selves turned  out  of  office.  What  was  the  reason? 
The  inference  very  naturally  arises,  that  some  of 
the  Board  were  so  deeply  implicated  in  these 
frauds  that  they  dare  not  turn  out  Yontz,  for  fear 
he  would  expose  them.  This  is  not  a  very 
far-fetched  inference,  taking  icto  consideration 
the  fact  that  General  John  Patterson,  a  Dem- 
ocrat, was  removed,  without  any  charge 
against  his  capacity  or  fidelity,  to  make 
room  for  this  Yontz,  who,  together  with 
his  accomplices,  defrauded  the  State  out  of  more 
than  $80,000.  How  these  man  must  have  loved 
the  dear  people!  I  heard  one  of  them  say,  in  a 
public  meeting,  composed  of  nearly  all  the 
Democrats  in  Sandusky  township,  that  he  really 
believed  that  every  one  of  them  was  fit  for  Gov- 
ernor of  the  State,  and  he  made  a  good  many 
of  them  believe  it  was  true.  I  am  told  this  Mr. 
Spencer,  formerly  Democratic  member  of  the 
Board  of  Public  Works,  is  the  same  man  whom 
President  Pierce  recently  appointed  Marshal  of 
Kansas.  Surely,  the  President  could  not  have 
tound  a  more  fit  instrument  to  aid  the  pro- 
Slavery  Democracy  in  their  efforts  to  fasten  the 
curse  of  Slavery  upon  the  once  free  soil  of  that 
outraged  Territory!  Similar  frauds  were  proven 
io  have  been  committed  on  other  parts  of  the 
Public  Works,  but  I  wili  not  detain  the  Senate 
by  referring  to  them  now. 

Tne  Senator  from  Auglaize  says  these  disclo- 
sures do  no  good.  He  must  think  it  better  for 
the  people  not  to  know  bow,  or  by  whom  their 
money  is  squandered.  It  would,  undoubtedly, 
be  more  agreeable,  and  more  lor  the  interest  of 
some  of  these  very  affectionate  Democrats,  to 
keep  these  things  in  tbe  dark;  for,  at  the  very 


next  election  after  this  exposure,  the  Democrats 
were  hurled  Irom  power,  and  their  plundering 
stopped,  for  a  while. 

But,  in  February  1851,  the  Board  was  again 
composed  of  people-loving  Democrats,  who  im- 
mediately commenced   the  same  system  of  fa- 
voritism and    extravagance  which    has  always 
characterized   the  management   of  the   Public 
Works,  when  under  the    control  of  that  party. 
For  example,  take   the  Maumee  &  Western  Re- 
serve Road,  which  is  but  a  fair  sample  of  all  the 
rest.     Judge  Howlaud,  who  spent   all  his  time 
on   the    Road,    personally   superintending   the 
work,  and   who  was  receiving  $36  per  month, 
was  turned   out,   and  a   man  appointed    in  his 
stead,   entirely  unworthy  of  trust,  who  spent 
much   of  his   time  riding  to  and   fro  in  his  car- 
riage.    Of   course    $36   per    month    was    not 
enough  for  such  a  Democrat,  although  it  would 
do  very  well  for  a  plain  old  Whig  like  Howland, 
whose  services  were  far  more  valuable,  but  did 
not  require  so  many  extras.   Consequently,  his 
salary  was  raised  to  $65  per  month;  besides,  he 
was  allowed  to  charge  the  State  with  his   post- 
age  stamps,   stationery,   &.,   which    Howland 
never   thought  of  charging   to    the  State,  and 
which  were  not  required  in  the  dischaige  of  his 
official  duties,  at    least,  to   anything    like  the 
amount  charged.     He  was  afterwards  appoint- 
ed U.  S.  Deputy  Marshal,  for  the  Northern  Dis- 
trict ot  Ohio,  for  which  he  is  eminently   quali- 
fied.   He  is  just  the  man  to   run  down  fugitive 
slaves. 

On  the  first  of  April,  1855,  James  J.  Parks,  a 
particular  pet  of  James  B.  Steedman,  was  ap- 
pointed superintendent. 

Parks  &  Hayes,  at  the  time,  had  a  contract  for 
putting  stone  on  the  road,  which  was  not  com- 
pleted until  the  next  fall.     Parks  was  therefore 
paid  $65  per  month  for  superintending  himself, 
and  seeino'  that  he  performed  his  own  contract 
with  the  State.     This  is  the  same  Parks,   too, 
who  built  the  Flat  rock  aqueduct,  which  was  so 
badly  constructed  that  it  fell  down  as   soon  as 
the  water  was  let  on  to  it.     Parks  seems  to  have 
known  that  the  work  would  not  stand,   for  it 
was  completed  only  just  in  time,  before  the  wa- 
ter was  lefupon  it,  to  enable  him,  in  great  haste, 
to  procure  its  acceptance  and  get  his  certificates, 
which  he  soon  after  sold  to  third  parties.    Here 
was  a  great  loss  to  the  State,  as  well  as  to   the 
business  men  depending  upon  the  navigation  of 
the  canal,  which  was  entirely  unnecessary  and 
inexcusable.    It  was  the  result  of  dishonesty  on 
the  part  ot  the  contractors,  and  gross  negligence, 
to  say  the  least,  on  the  part  of  the  acting  Commis- 
sioners and  Engineers  of  the  State,  in  charge  of 
the  work.     It  the  abutments  to  this  aqueduct 
had  beeu  built  ot  suitable  stone,  ot  wbicu  there 
was  a  plenty   near  by,  and  properly   laid    up, 
even  without  any   mortar  at  all,   they    would 
not  have  fallen  as  they  did.     But  in  all  his  trans- 
actions. Steedman  seems  to  have  cared  more  for 
his  friends  than  for  the  interests  of  the   State. 
This  same  Parks  obtained  the  contract  for  sec- 
tion No.  8,  at  $5,499  a  year,  by  giving  0.  White 
$2,000  to  withdraw  his  bid,  alter  the  work  had 
been  awarded  to  him  at  $3,750  a  year,  and  after 


the  contracts  had  been  drawn,  ready  to  be  signed. 
It  don't  appear  that  the  Board  interposed  any 
objection  to  the  withdrawal  of  White,  but  awar- 
ded the  work  to  Parks,  not  on  his  own  bid,  but 
that  of  Hayes. 

Mr.  Steedman  was  elected  in  the  fall  of  1851, 
and  went  into  office  in  February,  1852.     He  had 
taken  lessons  under  the  old  Democratic  Board, 
having  had  a  contract  on  the  Maumee  canal,  in 
partnership  with  A.  J.  Dickenson,  a  brother  of 
the  acting  Commissioner,  and  who  is  now  in  the 
contract  for  section  No.  1.    He  had,  therefore, 
fine  opportunities  for  learning  how  to  manage 
the  public  works,  for  the  benefit  of  his  friends. 
It  must  be  ackaowledged,  that  he  has  proved 
himself  to  be  an  apt  scholar.    He  signalized  his 
debut  into  office  by  inducing  the  then  Demo- 
cratic Acting  Commissioner,  Mr.  Miller,  to  pay 
him  $500  for  stone  which  belonged  to  the  State. 
I  look  upon   this  transaction  as  little  short  of 
larceny.    The  State  had  not  only  paid  for  the 
stone,  but  nearly,  if  not  quite,  the  full  value  of 
the  whole  farm  from  which  they  were  taken  in 
the  construction  of  the  canal.     But  this  trans- 
action was  a  very  significant  prelude  to  the  offi- 
cial couduct  of   Mr.  Steedman,  and  his  Demo- 
cratic associates,  from  that  time  until  he  went 
out  of  office  last  February.     A  system  of  favor- 
itism, extravagance  and  reckless  disregard  for 
the  interests  ot  the  State  pervaded  all  their  acts, 
and  served  to  lay  the  foundation  and  inducement 
for  their  last  grand  scheme  for  plundering  the 
State.     They  knew  very   well  that  their  acts 
would  not  bear  the  test  of  investigation,  that 
an   economical    administration    of    the   public 
works  would  exhibit  a  contrast  too  great  for 
the  public  gaze.     With  the  Senator  from  Aug- 
laize, they  thought  it  would  be  better  for  the 
people,  whom  they  loved  so  dearly,  not  to  know 
how  their  money  had  been  expended  by  their 
Democratic  agents,  for  such  knowledge  would 
only  make  them  feel  bad,  without  doing  them 
any   good.      From   present    appearances,   Mr. 
President,  I  fear  they  were  about  right,  in  re- 
gard to  any  good  coming  out  of  these  disclo- 
sures.   But,  it  is  said,  as  long  as  there  is  life, 
there  is  hope,  and  I  shall  continue  to   the  last 
moment,  to  do  what  little  I  can,  to  prevent  the 
consummation  of  what  I  consider  the  greatest 
fraud  ever  attempted  upon  the  State.  The  elec- 
tion of  1854,  and  the  appearances  of  the  cam- 
paign of  1855,  convinced  the  Democratic  mem- 
bers of  the  Board  of  Public  Works,  that  a  day 
of  reckoning  was  near  at  hand.     They  plainly 
saw  "the  hand  writing  on  the  wall,"  and,  there- 
fore, commenced  preparing  for  coming  events. 
Although  the  law  authorizing  the  letting  of  the 
repairs  by  contract,  had  been  in  force  for  more 
than  ten  years,   the  Democratic  Board  had   not 
thought  of  exercising  that   power,   until    tb°y 
fouud  that  the  people  were  about  turning  them 
put  of  office. 

Two  objects  were  to  be  accomplished.  One 
was,  to  cover  up,  and  keep  Irom  public  view, 
the  enormous  cost  of  the  repairs  under  their  ad- 
ministratiou  ;  aud  the  other,  to  continue  the 
Public  Works  under  the  control  of  their  friends 
for  five  years  longer,  against  the  express  wishes 


of  a  majority  of  the  people  of  the  State.    That 
course  was,  therefore,  determined  upon.     The 
reason  and  object  were  so  perfectly  apparent. that 
something  must  be  done   to  lull  tbe  suspicions 
of  tbe  people.     For  tbat  purpose  it  was  deter- 
mined to  let  in  a  few  trusty  Republicans.     E. 
S.  Hamlin,  who  was  known  to  be  good  on  bar- 
gains  and   intrigue,   was  employed,  ity  Steed- 
man,  as  counsel,  to  examine  the  law,  and  assist 
in  getting  tbe   thing  up   in    tbe   right  shape. 
Mark,  Hamlin  was  not  employed  by  the  Board, 
but  by  Steadman.     Blickensderter  was  not  con- 
sulted at  all  in  the  matter,  until  after  all  things 
bad  been    arranaed.     It  is  a  little  curious   that 
Steedman  could  not  find,  among  all  the  distin- 
guished Democratic  lawyers  in  the  State,  one 
worthy  of  bis  confidence  in  a  matter  so  import- 
ant to  tbe  State      But  Hamlin  was  an  adept  in 
tbat  kind  of  business.     It  did  not  take  him  long 
to  get  the  machine  up,  and   in  running  order. 
His  scheme  was  not  only  gr^nd,  but  shrewdly 
and  cunningly   devised.     All  things  being  ar- 
ranged, a  meeting  of  the  Board  was  called,  for 
tbe  purpose  of  going  through  with  tbe  farce  of 
putting  to  vote  the  scheme  concoced  in  secret, 
between  Hamlin  and   the  Democratic  members 
of  the  Board.    Blickensderfer  voted  against  it, 
and,  I  have  no  doubt,  was  honestly  opposed  to 
it.     He  did  what  he  could  to  protect  the  State 
against  this  scheme  of  wholesale  plunder  ;  but 
every  proposition,  made  by  him  for   that  pur- 
pose, was  voted  down  by  the  Democratic  ma- 
jority.    Tbe  Republican  papers,  all  over  the 
State,  denounced  the  scheme  in  severe  and  ap- 
propriate te  ms  ;  but   some  of  this  opposition 
was  destined  to  be  short  lived.     Tbe  plans  were 
laid,  designed  to   silence,  and  which  very  soon 
did  silence,  some  of  these   Republican  guns; 
some,  too,  which  had  been  planted  at  the  most 
conspicuous  points  on   the   Republican  watch- 
tower. 

The  law  requires  that  the  Board  shall  give 
''due  notice  of  the  time  and  place  of  the  letting 
for  said  repairi,with  the  plans  and  specifications 
of  said  repairs,  and  the  manner  ot  doing  the 
same.''  I  contend,  sir,  tbat  this  law  was  not 
complied  with  in  any  respect.  In  the  first  place, 
fifty  days  notice  ot  the  time  and  place  ot  letting, 
was  entirely  too  short,  considering  the  magni- 
tude and  extent  of  the  public  works.  It  did  not 
give  sufficient  opportunity  for  those  wishing  to 
bid  to  make  the  necessary  examinations  and 
arrangements  for  bidding. 

"The  plans  and  specifications  of  said  repairs, 
and  the  manner  of  doing  the  same,"  required  to 
be  published  with  the  time  and  place  of  letting, 
were  not  published  at  all,  it  I  have  a  correct 
idea  of  what  the  law  contemplated  by  this  re- 
quirement. It  is  true,  that  on  the  30tn  day  of 
October,  only  fifteen  days  before  the  letting, 
what  are  called  "specifications  for  repairs," 
were  published,  but  ihey  are  very  indefinite  and 
uncertain.  They  give  very  little  idea  of  the 
kind  or  quantity  ot  tf>e  work  to  be  performed, 
and  I  cannot  see  that  any  attempt  was  made, 
even  at  that  late  day,  to  give  any  "plans  of  tbe 
repairs,  or  the  mauner  of  doing  the  same."  The 
law  contemplated  that  the  notice  should  indicate 


with  some  degree  of  certainty,  the  nature  and 
extent,  or  amount  of  the  repairs,  and  the  man- 
ner of  doing  the  same;  and  that  the  notice 
should  be  published  in  time  to  enable  bidders  to 
examine  the  work  before  the  letting.  What 
opportunity  did  this  give  to  examine  about  800 
miles  of  canal,  and  ascertain  tbe  nature  ani. 
amount  of  repairs  to  be  done?  I  say  next  to 
none  at  all. 

But,  the  specifications  and  notice  were  entire- 
ly sufficient  for  the  plans  concocted  by  Hamlin, 
tor  the  benefit  of  himself,  the  engineers,  and  fa- 
vorites of  the  Democratic  members  of  tbe  "Board. 

The  law  also  requires  the  contracts  to  be  let 
"to  the  lowest  responsible  bidder."  This  pro- 
vision of  the  law  was  totally  disregarded.  It  is 
claimed  that  the  word  "respons  ble"  means,  not 
only  a  pecuniary  ability  to  answer  for  any 
breach  of  the  contract,  but,  also,  capacity  and 
fitness  for  performing  the  work,  which,  in  my 
opinion,  is  a  far-fetched  and  unwarrantable  con- 
struction. I  can  find  no  instance  where  such  a 
meaning  is  given  to  the  word  "responsible." 
The  responsibility  for  the  performance  of  an  act, 
and  the  capacity  or  skill  necessary  to  perform 
the  act,  are  entirely  different  and  distinct  tbings. 
When  the  Legislature  intends  to  require  skill  as 
well  as  responsibility,  some  other  word,  such  as 
competent  or  skillful,  is  used  in  connexion  with 
the  word  responsible. 

But,  did  the  Board  let  the  work  to  the  lowest 
responsible  bidders,  competent  to  perform  the 
work?  They  did  not.  No  regard,  whatever, 
was  paid,  either  to  the  responsibility  or  capac- 
ity of  the  bidders.  On  every  section,  the  lowest 
bidders  were  men  experienced  in  such  work, 
and  fully  competent  to  its  performance.  They 
were  just  as  responsible,  in  every  respect,  as 
those  to  whom  the  contracts  were  let  on  higher 
bids. 

Take  Cooper,  Shadinger  &  Co.  They  were 
old  contractors,  well  known  to  every  member  of 
the  Boaid.  Mr.  Bachus,  the  engineer,  Cooper 
and  Hamlin,  all  swear  that  they  and  their  se- 
curities, were  worth,  at  least,  a  million  of  dol- 
lars. Their  capability  as  well  as  responsibility, 
were  beyond  all  controversy.  Their  bid  lor 
section  No.  7,  was  $81,000  per  annum.  Yet  the 
Board  did  not  give  the  contract  to  them,  but 
let  it  to  Forrer,  Burt  &  Co.  at  $118,000.  making 
a  difference  of  $37  000  a  year,  and  Qt  $185,000 
for  tbe  five  years.  This  difference  alone  makes 
quite  a  handsome  profit.  Mr.  Cooper  was  ap- 
peased by  being  let  into  this  coQtractat  the 
higher  bid,  with  a  one  sixth  interest;  by  which 
he  not  only  receives  one-sixth  of  the  profits  he 
would  have  made  at  the  bid  of  $81,000,  but 
also  of  tbe  advanced  price;  his  share  of  the  ad- 
vanced price  for  five  years,  amouuting  to  $30,- 
833  33.  It  is  easy  to  be  seen  that  Cooper  loses 
nothing  by  the  change;  but  the  State  is  de- 
frauded out  of  $185,000,  by  a  total  disregard 
of  the  law,  both  in  the  letter  and  in  the  spirit.  It 
must  be  perfectly  apparent  to  every  Senator,, 
that  these  contracts  were  all  obtained  by  a 
fraudulent  combination,  in  which  several  of  the 
engineers  in  the  employ  of  the  State,  partici- 
pated, and  at  which  there  is  strong  evideq<?e? 


that  some  of  the  members  of  the  Board  con- 
nived. Several  engin'  ers  were  interested  in 
the  bids,  and  sold  out  tbeir  interests,  some  be- 
fore, and  some  after  the  contracts  were  finally 
awarded.  The  firm,  of  which  Mr.  Bacbus  was 
a  member,  bid  $24,900  per  annum  for  section  6, 
and  were  bought  off  by  Samuel  M.  Young  & 
Co  for  $4  000.  That  section  was  then  let  to 
Young  &  Co.  at  $32,000  per  annum.  By  this 
transaction,  ihe  State  was  defrauded  out  of 
$35  500.  Two  engineers,  Foster  and  Sifford, 
were  interested  in  the  contract  for  section  2, 
android  out  tbeir  interest,  one  for  $4,000.  and 
the  other  for  $4,500.  Hamlin,  wbo  had  beeu 
acting  as  counsel  for  the  Board  from  the  be- 
ginning of  tbe  project,  or  rather  for  the  Demo- 
cratic portion  of  it,  and^  who,  as  such  counsel, 
was  employed  to  examine  the  law,  and  get  up 
the  notice,  specifications,  &c,  after  selling  out 
his  interest  in  one  contract  for  $1,000,  and  in 
another  for  $4  000,  turns  up  the  owner  of  one- 
halt  of  tbe  $118,000  contract,  the  largest  of  all. 
And  in  this  fact,  Mr.  President,  hangs  a  tale, 
which  would  be  very  interesting,  could  it  be 
fully  developed  to  the  public  gaze.  Mr.  Ham- 
lin, in  bis  first  deposition,  says  that  his  interest 
in  this  contract  is  that  of  au  attorney  lor  For- 
rer,  Burt  &  Co.— that  he  has  been  atiorney  for 
that  company  from  its  origin,  and  that,  besides 
this,  be  never  bad  any  interest.  That  Porrer 
owns  one-sixth,  Burt  one-sixth,  and  Cooper  one- 
sixth.  But,  when  asked  by  the  committee  who 
else  were  or  had  been  interested  in  that  bid, 
or  wh  ther  any  member  of  the  Board  of  Public 
Works  is,  or  had  been  interested  in  the  bid  or 
contract,  he  refused  to  a  iswer,  on  the  plea  that 
he  knew  nothing  about  who  were  interested  in 
that  contract,  or  what  they  bad  done,  or  were 
to  do,  only  what  he  had  learned  by  being  attor- 
ney for  the  company,  and,  therefore,  could  not 
answer  without  their  consent.  This  deposition 
was  given  on  the  13tb  ot  July,  1856.  and  on  the 
10th  of  December  following,  he  gave  his  second 
deposition,  in  which  he  says  that  his  interest  in 
the  contract  is  that  ot  an  attorney,  and  that  he 
receives  one-half  of  the  nett  proceeds  for  his 
services;  that  he  acts  as  secretary  and  disburs- 
ing agent  of  the  company,  and  is  responsible 
tor  the  funds,  and  is  to  employ  any  legal  assist- 
ance that  may  be  needed.  Why  could  he  not 
have  said  this  in  the  first  place  ?  I  would  like 
to  know,  sir,  what  there  is  in  this  statement  of 
facts,  which  required  so  much  shuffling  and  de- 
lay on  the  part  of  Hamlin  ?  He  evideutly 
wanted  time  to  prepare  his  answer.  At  first, 
he  said  his  only  interest  was  that  of  an  attor- 
ney; afterwards,  that  he  only  acted  as  secretary 
and  disbursing  agent,  and  is  responsible  for  the 
funds,  and  is  to  employ  any  legal  couusel  that 
may  be  needed  !  His  first  statement,  tnerefore, 
was  not  true.  His  interest  was  not  that  of  an 
attorney  merely,  according  to  his  last  state- 
ment. The  original  firm  ot  Forrer,  Burt  &  Co., 
consisted  of  Samuel  Forrer,  J.  S.  G  Burt  aud 
John  Howard.  It  is  a  singular  circumstance 
that  neither  Forrer  or  Howard  ever  knew  that 
Hamlin  had  any  interest  in  that  contract 
as  Attorney,  or  otherwise,  and   that  Mr.  Burt 


refused  to  testify  upon  that  point.  Mr.  Forrer, 
as  late  as  the  first  of  January  last,  says  ;  "I 
now  consider  that  myself,  Burt,  and  Cooper, 
with  the  securities  on  our  bond,  are  alone  bound 
to  keep  up  the  repairs  ;  and,  therefore,  tbat  I  * 
have  no  oiher  partner  besides  Burt  and  Cooper. 
I  am  aware  tbat  rumor  assigns  to  several  other 
persons  an  interest  in  this  contract,"  "To 
whom,  or  in  what  proportion,  tbe  five  sixths  cf 
tbe  contracts  is  assigned  by  my  partners,  it  any 
beside  themselves.  1  am  uuable  to  state."  How 
does  this  correspond  with  the  statement  of 
Hamliu?  How  happens  it  tbat  Hamlin  has 
been  the  Attorney  of  the  company  lrom  its  ori- 
gin, with  an  agreement  to  have  one-half  the 
nett  proceeds  tor  bis  services,  amounting  to,  at 
least,  $90  000  for  the  five  years,  and  yet,  up  to 
the  first  of  last  January,  Mr.  Forrer  did  not 
know  tbat  Hamlin  had  any  interest  at  all? 
B  dh  statements  cannot  be  true.  It  will  be 
very  difficult  for  Mr.  Hamlin  to  convince  the 
public  tbat  he  has  given  an  honest  statement  of 
this  transaction.  I  have  no  doubt  hut  that  Mr. 
Forrer  is  an  honest  man,  and  speaks  the  truth 
as  far  as  he  knows  ;  but  be  has  allowed  his 
name  to  be  used,  unconsciously,  to  give  charac- 
ter and  influence  to  a  nefarious  scheme  for 
plundering  tbe  State  Treasury.  He  kuew 
nothing  of  the  means  used  to  obtain  the  eon- 
tract,  or  of  the  agency  of  Hamlin  in  the 
matter.  He  had  not  even  seen  the  con- 
tract with  the  State  when  he  gave  his 
testimony  in  January  last.  Although  tbe  lead- 
ing name  in  the  firm,  be  did  not  know  who  his 
partners  were,  or  who  was  tbeir  Attorney  and 
disbursing  agent,  although  tbat  Attorney  and 
agent  was  to  have  one  halt  of  tbe  profits  for  bis 
services.  Mr.  President,  the  whole  truth  has 
not  been  disclosed,  and  probably  never  will 
be.  It  is  entirely  incredible,  that  this  Compauy 
estimated  Mr.  Hamlin's  services  so  highly.  No, 
sir,  the  one-half  of  this  contract  which  Mr. 
Hamliu  claims  to  own,  was  floating  iu  the  air, 
but  designed  to  fall  upon  parties  who  are  left  in 
the  back  ground.  Circumstances  may  point 
them  out  to  us,  but  positive  proof  never;  becau-o 
those  who  are  capable  of  concocting  such  a 
scheme  of  fraud,  are  also  capable  of  swearing  it 
through.  I  am  fully  convinced,  sir,  that  all 
these  contracts,  not  excepting  section  No  3,  let 
to  Cooper,  Shaddinger  &  Co.,  are  the  result  ot  a 
fraudulent  combination.  The  project  itself,  was 
couceived  in  fraud,  brought  for  h  iu  fraud,  and 
will  be  sustained  by  fraud  and  even  by  perjury 
if  necessary.  It  is  a  monster,  with  corruption 
oozing  out  at  every  pore.  I  don't  say  that  every 
man  connected  with  these  contracts  is  dishon- 
est; not  by  any  means,  sir.  Ou  the  contrary,  I 
have  the  utmost  confidence  in  the  integrity  of 
several  of  them.  But  they  were  ouly  taken  iu 
to  give  character  to  tbe  transaction,  to  lull  the 
suspicion  of  fraud,  aud  to  create  an  influence 
against  any  attempt  to  defeat  the  scheme.  They 
were  kept  on  tbe  outside  cf  the  ring.  It  is  evi- 
dent that  this  cunningly  devised  plau  is  succeed 
ing  but  too  well.  We  see  its  workings  on  all 
sides.  Much  has  been  said  about  the  evidence 
of  these  lrauds  being  ex  parte.    Is  it  so?     What 


better  evidence  can  you  have  than  the  testimony 
of  the  contractors  themselves,  and  the  recorded 
proceedings  of  the  Board?  No  other  testimony 
is  relied  upon;  no  other  is  needed.  Do  the  con- 
tractors expect  to  prove  that  they  have,  them- 
selves, sworn  falsely? 

It  being  perfectly  apparent  to  my  mind,  that 
the  Board  did  not  comply  with  the  law,  and 
that  the  contracts  were  obtained  by  a  combi 
nation  among  the  contractors,  and  others,  to 
defraud  the  State,  the  question  recurs:  What 
is  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  in  the  prem- 
ises? If  I  could  have  my  way,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  would  set  them  all  aside,  and  let  the 
parties  seek  such  remedy  as  their  eminent  le- 
gal counsel,  already  employed  and  in  the  field, 
could  devise.  But  here  we  are  met  with  the 
horrible  cry  of  Repudiation!  The  distinguish 
ed  Senator  from  Franklin  sounds  the  alarm, 
and  proclaims  that  this  course  will  disgrace  the 
State  and  impair  its  credit.  In  this  he  reminds 
me  of  an  anecdote  I  have  heard  related,  of  a 
Dutchman  who  had  erected,  in  his  yard,  a 
scaiecrow,  in  the  shape  of  a  man,  to  frighten 
the  boys  at  night.  One  niiiht  the  Dutchman 
came  home  somewhat  toofull  ol  tbe'O  be  joyful,' 
and  staggered  up  against  this  man  scarecrow, 
the  consequence  was,  that  he  fell  over  flat  upon 
his  back,  aud  commenced  crying  with  all  his 
might  •'m,;rdei!  murder!  that  man  is  killing  me; 
U  take  bim  away,  quick!"  His  good  woman 
j an  out  in  great  haste  to  his  relief,  and  soon 
discovered  the  cause.  "Why,"  says  she,  "Mike 
that  is  nothing  but  dat  man  scarecrow  you  did 
make  dar  yourself  to  scare  de  boys  away." — 
Ot  course  the  Dutchman  was  soon  quieted  when 
he  found  that  the  awful  man  was  of  his  own 
creation,  and  though  horrible  in  appearance, 
was  quite  harmless  in  fact.  The  Senator  from 
Franklin,  some  years  ago,  got  up  a  scarecrow 
on  the  subject  of  the  Inviolability  of  contracts, 
lor  the  purpose  of  frightening  the  Locofocos 
from  the  Banks,  and  gave  it  the  horrible  name 
of  Repudiation;  and  now  he  is  found  butting 
himself  against  it  in  a  case  having  no  sort  of 
parallel  10  repealing  charters.  This  cry  of  Re- 
pudiation may  frighten  gentlemen  who  are 
troubled  with  weak  backs  acd  trembling  knees, 
but  it  has  no  terrors  for  me.  Under  some  cir- 
cumstances, repudiation  is  not  only  harmless, 
but  quite  necessary  aud  useful.  There  are  ma- 
ny things  which  ought  to  be  repudiated,  and  I 
thiuk  these  contracts  are  of  that  class.  It  is 
but  doing,  on  behalf  of  the  State,  what  every 
individual  has  a  right  to  do  for  himself;  that  is, 
refuse  to  perform  a  contract  obtained  from  him 
by  fraud,  or  by  an  agent  acting  beyond  hia  power 
ot  attorney.  There  ia  however  this  difference: 
The  State  is  not  so  much  like  a  man  capable  of 
contracting  for  himself,  but  more  like  a  minor 
who  can  only  contract  through  a  guardian.  It 
is  a  well  established  rule,  that  the  contracts  made 
by  guardians,  in  behalf  of  their  wards  are  void, 
unless  in  strict  conformity  to  the  law;  and  that 
all  persons,  contracting  with  guardians,  are 
bouud  to  see  that  the  law  has  been  strictly  com- 
plied with.  This  rule  applies  with  equal  strict- 
ness to  public  agents.    Judge  Story,  whose  au- 


thority no  one  will  call  in  question,  in  his  work 
on  Agency,  after  discussing  the  liability  of 
individuals  for  the  acts  of  their  agents,  wherein 
he  lays  down  the  rule  which  Senators  on  the 
other  side  of  the  question  have  cited  as  appli- 
cable to  this  case,  says:  "But  in  cases  of  pub- 
lic agents,  the  government  or  other  public  au- 
thority, is  not  bound,  unless  it  manifestly  ap- 
pears that  the  agent  is  acting  within  the  scope 
of  his  authority."  "Indeed,"  says  Judge  Mory, 
"this  rule  seems  indispensable,  in  order  to 
guard  the  public  agaiut  losses  and  injuries 
arising  from  the  fraud  or  mistake,  or  rashness 
and  indiscretion  of  their  agents  "  The  same 
doctrine  was  held  by  the  United  States  Court 
in  the  case  of  Lee  vs.  Monroe  &  Thornton,  7 
Craoch  Reports.  The  Judge  who  delivered  the 
opinion  says:  "It  is  better  that  an  individual 
should  now  and  then  suffer  by  such  mistakes, 
than  to  introduce  a  rule,  against  the  abuse  of 
which,  by  improper  collusions,  it  would  be  very 
difficult  ior  the  public  to  protect  itself." 

These  authorities  ;>re  directly  to  the  point. 
These  contracts  were  let  without  the  notice  re- 
quired by  law.  They  were  not  let  to  the  lowest 
responsible  bidder.  Two  of  them  were  not  let 
on  any  bids  put  in  according  to  law,  but  by  a 
private  arrangement  between  the  contractors 
and  the  Board.  All  ot  them  are  fraudulent. 
Therefore,  the  State  is  not  bound  by  these  con- 
tracts. The  Legislature,  as  the  representative 
of  the  State,  through  which  alone  the  State  can 
act  upon  these  contracts,  is  not  bound  by  them. 
There  can  be  no  obligation  upon  the  Legislature 
to  appropriate  money  upon  contract-'  which  they 
believe  to  be  illegal,  fraudulent  and  void;  and 
for  one,  I  never  will  vote  a  dollar  of  money  on 
such  contracts.  It  is,  to  my  mind,  worse  than 
idle,  to  talk  about  assuming  judicial  powers  in 
such  cases  as  this.  If  you  call  refusing  to  ap- 
propriate money  to  carry  out  fraud  and  pecula- 
tion, because  the  agents  of  the  State  have  made 
such  illegal  and  lraudulent  contracts,  assuming 
judicial  powers,  then  I  am  prepared  to  assume 
such  powers,  or  any  other  power  you  may  choose 
to  call  it.  The  constitution  vests  in  the  Gener- 
al Assembly  the  control  of  the  people's  treasu- 
ry. No  money  can  be  lawfully  paid  out  with- 
out its  assent.  No  citizen  can  sue  the  State 
without  a  special  act  for  that  purpose.  Why 
all  these  guards  thrown  around  the  public  trea- 
sury? Why  not  let  every  citizen,  who  thinks 
himself  aggrieved  by  the  State,  or  has  a  claim 
against  it,  sue  the  State  without  the  assent 
of  the  General  Assembly?  This  power  was  re- 
served to  the  General  Assembly  for  the  very 
purpose  of  protecting  the  treasury  from  be- 
ing plundered  by  just  such  fraudulent  de- 
signs upon  it  as  the  one  here  revealed  to  us. 
Can  we  exercise  no  judgment,  no  discretion  iu 
making  appropriations  iu  such  cases?  Are  we, 
indeed,  bound  hand  and  foot,  to  t,he,car  of  the 
Board  ot  Public  Works,  and  bound  to  comply 
with  all  their  demands  upon  the  Treasury, 
however  fraudulent  or  illegal?  I  say  no;  aud 
the  people,  when  they  come  to  understand  the 
subject,  will  say  no.  The  Constitution  rests 
the  responsibility  on  us,  and   it  is  our  duty  to 


meet  it.  It  will  not  do  for  us  to  evade  that 
responsibility,  by  turmug  the  matter  over  to 
the  Courts,  thereby  giviug  this  great  combina- 
tion an  opportunity  to  mauage  and  pettifog 
their  cases  through  by  means  of  eminent  Igal 
aid,  and  a  corruption  lund  of  $321  000  obtained 
from  the  State  by  fraud  and  disregard  of  law. 
What  chance,  Mr.  President,  do  you  suppose 
the  State  will  stanzi  in  a  contest  with  such  a 
combination  ?  None  at  all,  sir.  Could  I  have 
my  way,  I  would  follow  the  example  of  New 
York  under  very  similar  circumstances.  '1  he 
Legislature  cf  that  State,  being  convinced  that 
the  contracts  for  enlarging  her  canals  to  the 
amount  of  some  $8  000,000,  had  been  let  under  a 
combination  like  the  one  here  developed,  set 
them  all  aside  and  relet  the  works.  The 
people  approved  the  act.  It  wa"  just, 
and  the  only  adequate  remedy.  I  am  not 
aware,  sir,  that  the  great  State  of  New  York 
lost  any  credit  by  it,  or  that  she  was  in  conse- 
quence of  the  act,  disgraced  in  the  eye.-  of  the 
world  I  think  her  bonds  will  yet  sell  for  as 
much  in  market  as  those  of  Ohio  have  been  sold 
for,  notwithstanding  this  horrible  act  of  repudi- 
ation. The  same  arguments  were  used  there, 
in  opposition  to  the  measure,  that  are  now  ustd 
here.  Gentlemen  abhorred  the  idea  of  the  Leg- 
islature assuming  judicial  powers.  The  ghost 
of  repudiation  was  conjured  up,  and  exhibited 
with  all  its  horrors  and  eformity.  Some  trem- 
bled and  others  fainted,  but,  the  majority  pur- 
sued the  even  tenor  of  its  way,  and  repudiated 
the  whole  "  bate  i  "  of  fraudulent  contracts; 
and,  strange  to  say,  the  State  of  New  York 
still  survives! 

There  is  one  feature  in  the  New  York  case, 
which  it  may  be  well  enough  to  notice.  The 
law  under  which  their  Canal  Commissioners 
acted,  did  not  require  the  contracts  to  be  let  to 
the  lowest  responsible  bidders,  but  "to  such 
parties  as  should  propose  to  perform  the  work 
on  terms  the  most  safe  and  advantageous  to  the 
State,  having  due  regard  to  price,  the  abilities 
of  the  parties,  and  securities  offered  for  the  per- 
formance thereof."  Yet  the  contracts  were  not 
only  set  aside,  but  one  of  the  Commissioners 
impeached,  for  abusing  this  wide  discretion,  ia 
not  letting  the  contracts  to  the  lowest  responsi- 
ble bidders,  having  the  ability  to  perform  fhe 
work;  and  this  abuse  of  discretion  was  not  any 
more  glaring  than  in  the  case  which  is  now  be- 
fore us  for  our  action. 

But  the  most  curious  phenomenon  brought  to 
view  in  this  discussion,  is  the  position  occupied 
by  our  friends,  the  Democratic  Senators.  They 
eclipse  even  the  Senator  from  Franklin,  in  their 
opposition  to  what  is  called  Repudiation,  and 
iu  their  devotion  to  the  sanctity  of  contracts. 
It  is  queer  to  find  these  Democrats  on  these 
questious.  battling  side  by  side  with  the  Ajax 
of  the  old  Whig  party.  For  their  benefit,  I  will 
refer  to  a  few  precedents,  set  by  the  Democrat- 
ic party,  in  the  days  of  its  glory.  A  Demo- 
cratic Legislature,  in  1843,  upon  the  petition 
of  the  inhabitants  along  the  road,  repealed  the 
charter  of  the  Columbus  &  Sandusky  Turnpike 
Company,  and  appropriated  their  road    to  the 


public,  on  the  ground  that  the  Company  had 
forfeited  their  charter.  No  testimony  was  ta- 
ken, and  the  Company  was  refused  the  privilege 
of  going  into  Court  to  test  the  question.  The 
Company  had  built  a  road  through  a  new  coun- 
try, expended  a  considerable  more  than  tbey 
had  received  in  toll  or  otherwise.  All  the 
stockholders  ask,  is  to  be  allowed  to  test  the 
question  of  forfeiture,  and  if  the  Court  decides 
that  the  charter  was  not  forfeited,  then  1  bat  the 
State  make  the  stockholders  whole  for  the  mon- 
ey expended  in  the  construction  of  heioad. — 
Democratic  Senators  will  not  grant  the  stock- 
holders of  this  Company  the  right  to  go  into 
Court  at  all,  but  they  are  struck  with  horror  at 
the  idea  of  relusing  to  appropriate  money  on 
fraudulent  coutracts,  before  they  have  beeu 
tested  by  a  Judicial  trial. 

The  proper  officers  of  State,  in  pursuance  of 
law,  let  out  by  contract,  the  Legislative  print- 
ing. A  Democratic  House  of  Representatives, 
iu  the  next  Legislature  thereafter,  in  violation 
of  the  c  mtract  and  of  the  law,  directed  their 
clerk  to  give  the  printing  to  Medary,  for  no 
other  reason  than  because  the  contractor  was  a 
Whig,  and  Medary  a  Democrat. 

In  1850,  the  Legislature  authorized  the  Gov- 
ernor to  use  such  means  as  he  might  think  best, 
to  obtain  certain  lands  from  the  United  States; 
provided,  that  the  expense  should  not  be 
charged  to  the  Treasury.  The  resolution  evi- 
dently intended  to  give  the  Gov*  rnor  authority 
to  make  a  contract,  with  some  body,  to  give  a 
share  of  the  lands  as  a  compensation.  The 
Governor  made  such  a  contract  with  John  W. 
Allen,  and  a  large  amount  of  lands  were  ac- 
quired, which  never  would  have  been  acquired 
iu  any  other  way?  Gov.  Wood,  in  his  message 
of  1852,  says,  4,fle  (Allen)  has  per'orimd  im- 
portant services,  had  it  not  been  for  which,  the 
State  would  have  been  without  all  the  has 
gaiued  by  them,  perhaps  f<  rover."  Yet,  the 
Democratic  Legislature  of  1852,  passed  a  reso- 
lution repudiating  the  coutract.  without  pro- 
viding for  a  judicial  decision  upon  it.  They 
not  only  repudiated  the  contract,  but  took  the 
benefit  of  Mr.  Allen's  important  services,  with- 
out offering  to  pay  him,  or  compensate  him  in 
any  way. 

But,  notwithstanding  these  Democratic  prec- 
edents, we  shall  see  our  Democratic  Senators 
voting,  in  solid  phalanx,  against  declaring  these 
illegal  and  fraudulent  canal  contracts  void. 
They  are  now  great  advocates  for  the  sanctity 
of  contracts;  opposed  to  repudiation,  and  op- 
posed to  the  Legislature  assuming  judicial  pow- 
er! Circumstances  alter  cases.  John  W.  Allen 
was  a  whig,  and  his  contract  was  made  with  a 
wuig  Governor. 

It  is  said  that  one  of  the  eminent  legal  coun- 
sel of  these  contractors,  has  given  bis  disinter- 
ested opinion  upon  this  subject  publicly,  here 
in  Columbus.  If  I  am  not  misinformed,  this 
same  gentleman,  when  in  the  United  States  Sen- 
ate, voted  to  repudiate  a  contract  fur  printing, 
made  by  a  prior  Democratic  Senate  with  Blair 
&  Rives.    It  was  probably  all  right,  but  it  waa 
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repudiation.  It  was  assuming  judicial  powers, 
according  to  the  doctrine  preached  here. 

We  are  told,  Mr.  President,  that  the  passage 
of  Mr.  Brazee's  resolutions  will  destroy  the  Re- 
publican party.  I  regret,  sir,  that  so  many  Re- 
publicans have  suffered  themselves  'o  be  drawn 
within  the  power  aod  corrupting  influences  of 
this  monster  combination;  but  in  matters  ot  this 
kind  I  care  not  for  party;  I  care  not  how  great, 
or  how  many  Republicans  may  be  implicated  or 
interested.  If  the  Republican  party  cannot 
pro^pnr  or  exist  without  sustaining  or  conniving 
at  echrmes  for  robbing  the  Treasury,  I  say,  with 
Mr.  Speaker  Banks,  "let  her  slide."  I  entertain 
no  fears  upon  that  subject. 

The  Republican  party  rests  upon  no  such  pre- 


carious foundation.  It  is  founded  on  the  ever- 
lasting principles  of  Human  Rights  and  must 
eventually  prevail.  We  have  much  more  to 
fear  from  a  faltering,  temporary,  half-way  pol- 
icy, which  will  surely  prove  disastrous  to  the 
State.  The  people  expect  of  us  prompt  and 
energetic  action,  and,  in  my  opinion,  Senators 
are  much  mistaken,  if  they  suppose  any  other 
course  will  satisfy  them.  It  is  the  only  course 
that  will  save  us  and  the  Republican  party  of 
the  State  from  disgrace.  We  have  found  a  cor- 
rupt tree,  deeply  rooted,  entwining  its  insidi- 
ous branches  around  everything  within  its 
reach,  and  poisoning  the  very  air  we  breathe. 
I  am  in  favor  of  tearing  it  up  by  the  roots, 
and  casting  it  into  the  fire! 
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